-June 4, 1962 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis 5, Missouri 

Dear Mr. Newman: 

Help, please I 

1 just acquired a Fugio Cent designated as n 9-Q". 
(Not a fresh find, but one you probably know of.) 

In checking it against your classification I 
discovered that it matches the 9-L description and the 
9-Q plate. Conversely, I notice that the Q descrip¬ 
tion matches the L plate. 

What is the proper designation for this coin? 

Which should I relabel — the descriptions or 
the plates? 

Are the following all to be found? 1-L 1-Q 


9-L 9-Q 


What are the relative rarities of these? 


Thank you 


au 



W. Philip Keller 




June 8 


1962 


■.r. ■ ■. -hilip Keller 


Dear Mr. Keller* 

I certainly deserve to have my proofreading errors of 
the past rubbed in. My unfortunate n goof M was due to 
the rush of publication In 1951« I am using the plate 
designations as correct and, therefore, 1-L and 9-Q 
will be retained and 1-Q and 9-L will become non¬ 
existent. 9-Q is much rarer than 1-L. 

I have in preparation a new monograph on the Fugio 
coinage which will have a gr^at many more details of 
its history. This will not be published soon as I 
have put virtually all of my time during the last year 
into the 1801* Dollar book and my next book will pro¬ 
bably be on ;achin*s Mills, etc. 

We are working on a Connecticut book, as you know, and 
A1 Hooh sent me pictures of some of your lovely coins. 
Arc you interested, in working on any of these projects? 

I wish I had known of you at the time I was scraping 
the Lancaster area for information on the Getz family 
in connection with ray work on the maker of the Con¬ 
tinental Dollar. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours, 


Erie P. Newman, President 


EPN/atb 





April 29, 1963 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis 5, Missouri 

Dear Mr. Newman: 

Thanks for your reply of April 23rd. 

A1 Hoch’s kachin numbers were, as he called them, 
"unofficial” and were used to facilitate the sale 
of his duplicates a year or so ago. He numbered 
only those he had. All are represented on my 
photo and the accompanying sheet. His listing 
was never published, but existed only on his en¬ 
velopes and in correspondence. I believe that Bob 
Vlack and Ted Craig are also familiar with these 
numbers. 

I did not place numbers on the photo itself because 
I felt there was no universally accepted or complete 
system. Most, I believe, have been awaiting a 
publication from you. 

I would be glad to learn further of your Machin Mills 
investigation at any time. I have no immediate or 
planned use for this information, but am only 
interested in learning more about my Colonials. 

Best wishes. 


nf'or'ol u 



W. Philip Keller 





June lit, 1963 



Dear Phil: 

I had a chance to work on Machin*s Mills pieces 
again and want you to know I have a new group 
which seem almost certainly to be American. 

This group is dated 1772, 177U, and 1776. They 
are tied together mostly by letter punches and 
the several shaped dentils which seem typically 
American. Some of them have very tiny dates 
like the 1776 piece which is in the A.u. S. 
Centennial number. I hope that you may be 
able to locate some of these among your hund¬ 
reds of varieties of halfpenny imitations. The 
easy ones are, of course, those mentioned in 
the group you sent me and those die interlocked 
with them. This is a very frustrating subject 
but challenging enough to keep me amused any 
time I think of it. 

I have worked out an entire chapter on the 
word ■Bungtown" and I am embarrassed to write 
up ray conclusions. In my opinion "Bung", as 
used in "Bungtown" means, in crude language, 
ass hole town. Just a humorous derisive piece 
of American etymology. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours. 


BPN/atb ERIC P. NEWMAN 


■ r* 


I 




April 12, 1966 



Deer Phili 

Your intuition is superb, I have in ray collection 
what purports to be a 1785 iu2-FU Connecticut. It is from 
the Hall Collection and, no doubt, is the one Miller re¬ 
ferred to as unique. 

On examining it I find that the reverse, very de¬ 
finitely, has the lover period of the colon following B 
farther from the shield than from the upper dot and not 
below the base line of the B, This is F.6 on your photo 
while F.lt shows the lower period of the colon very close 
to the shield and below the base line of B, 

Under these circumstances I would very much appre¬ 
ciate knowing what your conclusions are and what the 
combinations are involving these reverses. Hod Barnsley 
ought to be able to help you. 

Please let me know what combinations are now known 
with these two reverses. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours. 


ETN/etb 


ERIC P. NEWMAN HUMISHATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5, Missouri 


March 7, 1969 



Dear Phils 


Congratulations on the exciting find in the 
1769 Pennsylvania issue. 

Do you think the asterisk was substituted 
for a plate letter? 

As soon as I get out of the hospital I will 
check my pieces to give you the statistics you desire. 

I am very grateful to you for advising me 
promptly of this logical and interesting find. 

Sincerely yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUC/TION SOCIETY 


EPN/atb 


A NON PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


August 31, 1970 



Dear Phil* 


I have Just discovered something interesting, numismatically, 
in connection with writing a paper I am to deliver before the 
American Philosophical Society. I thought I would share it with 
you since it relates to your beloved Pennsylvania. 


I have Just seen able to prove that the first nature print 
was on a New Jersey issue dated 1737 and that this predates the 
Pennsylvania 1739 nature print as well as the nature printing in 
Franklin's Almanac of 1737. The proof is really strange. There 
is no specimen of the 1737 issue known. The only way I knew 
toere was a 1737 was because a great many bills of that issue were 
found in 1772 and burned. I knew that the 1733 issue had no 
printed backs. I had no idea what the 1737 issue looked like. 


1 found an excerpt in the Pennsylvania Gazette of 

1744 which refers to the fact that the sage leaf on the back of 
some New Jersey 1 shilling counterfeits was poorly done. The 
only issue which could have had backs is the 1737 issue and" 
therefore the counterfeits had to be of that issue. Thus, by 
i to counterfeit notice, trie genuine bill is somewhat described. 

^ illa Y® r * 1737 i8 also a mystery because they were 

printed in early 1736 and the law was originally passed in 1733 
but its approval, etc. was delayed. 


Have you discovered anything new in paper money? 
Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours. 


EHIC P•NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 

EPN/atb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


September 7, 1971 



Dear Phil: 


I wanted to congratulate you on the fine exhibit which 
you had at the ANA convention and which, deservedly, was honored. 

I am sorry we did not get a chance to see one another. 

I noticed in your exhibit that you had two copies of 
the 1769 Pennsylvania 10s piece without the asterisk and wanted 
you to know that whenever you have a duplicate I would be interested 
in acquiring one. 

I used your theory on the 1759 Delaware 20s note and 
have located two varieties. I ruiy write this up but wanted to 
give you the satisfaction of finding the differences between 
the two varieties on your own. Of course, if you want the details, 

I will be glad to send it to you. 

With kindest personal regards, 

sincerely yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EFN/atb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 




30 September 1971 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 

Dear Eric: 

Thanks for the kind remarks concerning my recent 
ANA efoibit of Pennsylvania Currency. 

I received a note on approval this week which I 
believe will interest you: 

PA 4-3-72 40sA #300, signed by C. 

Biddle, A. Morris, Jr., and J. Warder, 

Jr. It's marked "VF", but I don’t 
consider it that good, but it is 
acceptable. Priced at $80 from 
Robert F. Batchelder, 1 West Butler 
Avenue, Ambler, Penna. 19002. 

I am returning it to him today and 
have asked them to hold it for an 
unnamed party for several days. 

I would like to hear about your discovery on 
the two varieties of the 1759 Delaware twenty 
shilling notes. I don't collect Delaware, so 
I can't attempt to duplicate your find. 

Best wishes. 

Sincerely, 



W. Philip Keller 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


October 22, 1971 



Dear Phil: 


1971. 


I find I had not responded to your notice of 30 September, 


I did not do anything further on the 40s Plate A 1772 
Pennsylvania item as it strikes ine as overpriced. I do not enjoy 
acquiring items which are overpriced and since I collect for pure 
enjoyment I will wait for one to turn up on an exchange or at a 
reasonable price. I do appreciate your thinking of me. 


I will write up the 1759 Delaware variety shortly and will 
send it to you. I am writing so many unimportant things at the present 
r h t 1 C f mo f get back Co ra Y research. I have to complete the 
1 . International Numismatic Congress description of early American 

numismatics. I have just completed the Colonial section of the 
correspondence course for the AHA. 1 am working on Heath Counterfeit 
Detectors and outlining plans for the authentication service in 
addition to giving a few talks. 


Thanks, again, for your thoughtfulness. 


Sincerely yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EPN/atb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 







25 May 1991 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis. MO 63105 


Dear Eric, 

Happy Birthday! 

Found your ANS-COAC review of the colonial currency printers' 
difficulties quite interesting and well presented. 

Have been reviewing my CC Counterfeits and have hit some 
snags. HELP, please! 

CC 2/26/77_£30_(My #212, 224. 250, and XXX) 

These seem to fit the descriptions of both N-l and N-2. 

Have compared Xerox transparencies of these four and 
concluded that they are alike (except that #XXX has RECTE 
misspelled as REOTE). 

#250 "eyeballs" as a low "Hall and Sellers" but is the same 
as the other three bills 

Are N-l and N-2 alike? 
or 

Are these four specimens either N-l or N-2? 

C_C. 5/20/77_£8_(My #84 and 251) 

These seem to fit the descriptions of both N-l and N-2. 

Face transparencies are alike except that #84 has periods 
after the first DOLLARS and the DOLLARS under the device 
whereas #251 lacks these periods. 

Backs are alike except #251 is juxtapositioned to 
and has less detail in the (same) "nature print". 

Is #84 an N-l and #251 an N-2? 
or 

What? 


the face 






cc 9/26/78 $40_(My #232 and 254) 

These seem to fit the descriptions of both N-2 and N-4. 
Face transparencies are alike. 

Backs look alike. 


Are N-2 and N-4 the same? 
or 


Are #232 and 254 either N-2 or N-4? 


All references are to your EPMA . 3rd Edition. 

My transparencies do not quite match the size of the original 
bills because of the copier drum curvature. All were copied 
in the same orientation relative to the paper travel path. 

Would appreciate your comments. Thanks. 

Best wishes, 



W. Philip Keller 




r £ V w 


1"K4l rtrx-u. 








$30 


26 February 1777 
(N— 1 ) 


Engraved. 

In the date the base of "6" is level instead of hiaher than 
the "2". 

In "SI" of the motto the tail of the "S" is flat and extended 

26 February 1777 $30 

(N-2) 


Engraved. 

Base of "B" in "Baltimore" is very low. 

On the back the base of "Hall" is much lower than the base of 
"by" . 


20 May 1777 $8 

(N— 1 ) 


Engraved. 

Base of second "I" in MINORIBUS is high. 

Baseline of harp rises to the right instead of being 
horizontal. 

Words in text are too short. 

0" and "E" in CONGRESS are low. 

(Described in Official Broadside.) 


20 May 1777 $8 

(N-2) 


Crudely engraved. 

The "2" in "20" in the date tilts to the left. 

In some specimens the back is in the wrong juxtaposition 
relative to the face. 


26 September 1778 $40 

(N-2) 


Base of m" in "milled" slopes down to the right. 

Base of "o" in second "Dollars" higher than base of "D". 
[Engraved copper face plate in the Smithsonian Institution.] 

26 September 1778 $40 

(N-4) 


End of loop of second "1" in first "Dollars" almost 
horizonta 1 instead of sloping down to the left. 

Base of "r" in first "Dollars" slightly higher than the base 
of adjacent letters. 

Base of second "to" higher than the bases of adjacent words. 
Hyphen after "Con" slopes down to the right. 

The "A" in CONFEDERATION is small. 

















ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, M.issouri 63105 



June 6, 1991 


Dear Phil: 

It was a delight to hear from you as we have been out of touch 
so long. I had to leave COAC early for a mystery trip for my 
birthday and did not get to chat with you. Thank you for your 
birthday wishes and your comment on my talk. 

You must have a great collection and I am pleased to give you 
my thoughts on your submitted questions. 

CC 2/26/77 $30 „ I believe two varieties of counterfeits are 
a typesetting error in my book. There is only one counterfeit in 
my opinion. The REOTE I believe is a smear arising from a smudge 
dot between the ends of the C. You can see it better than I. 
There is a looping hair or fibre from the paper which could also 
have caused the C to become an 0. 

CC 5/20/77 $8„I enclose a photocopy of the second variety. 
The 2 in the date is drastically tilted. I will now add the period 
after DOLLARS as an alternate to the first variety as well as 
adding the fact that the reverse is juxtaposed on some examples of 
the first variety. 

CC 9/26/78 $40 * Your two examples are the fourth listed 
counterfeit. The hyphen has not yet slipped down. The best 
evidence is the A in CONFEDERATION is small like in the genuine. 
It was very difficult to describe the counterfeit of this issue 
because most of the pieces were substantially worn or poorly 
printed. The type sometimes shifted a little and thus I risk a 
confusion when I describe the position of the individually set 
letter. 

I hope you are satisfied with the above answers, but if not 
please write again. Describing counterfeits without pictures was 
a tough problem and trying to show detail without pictures would 
have made the book unliftable. 

I am returning the pictures you sent and like the clarity of 
your transparencies. 

Keep collecting , keep studying and write me about anything 
you think of which will improve my book. 

I am now working on the $ sign. Do you have any early data or 
examples of it ? 


My kindest regards, 


Eric P. Newman 







I 
















